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high in education and culture, and occupy important positions   in the
Colony, either as employees or independent men.
By sub-clause (c) in clause 22, persons who are disqualified for the
parliamentary franchise by Act 8 of 1896 are disqualified from being placed
on the Burgess Roll. Act No. 8 of 1896 disfranchises those who belong
to countries which have not hitherto possessed representative institutions
founded on the parliamentry franchise.
Your Petitioners venture to submit that there is no connexion between
the parliamentary franchise and the municipal, and that even though
it may be, for the sake of argument, true that British Indians do not possess
the parliamentary franchise in India, it is capable of conclusive proof that
they possess the municipal franchise to a very large extent, some of your
Petitioners having been, in India, either burgesses or councillors themselves.
Nor would the past history of the British Indians settled in the Colony
justify a disability of the above nature. Your Petitioners therefore humbly
submit that it would be an unnecessary insult offered to the British Indians
should the clause in question receive your approval.
Your Petitioners have failed to see any justification for authority to
the Town Councils in the Colony to make by-laws with respect to the use
of pavements and foot-paths by "Coloured persons", and also the use of
rickshaws by them, in so far as the term includes Indians. It is thus in this
connexion that the definition of the term "Coloured person" comes into
play, and is calculated to give rise to a great deal of mischief.
Your Petitioners also humbly protest against clause 200 of the said
Bill, in that it authorises the Council to frame by-laws establishing a system
of registration of Natives or persons belonging to "uncivilised races". In
your Petitioners' opinion, registration of those Indians who are included
in the term "uncivilised races" is totally uncalled for, as Indians have
never been found unwilling workers. It will furthermore appear, from
the clause under discussion, that registration would be required of even
cultured Indians.
With regard to the second Bill, your Petitioners venture to submit
that it has very much grieved the British Indians residing in the Colony.
Sections 44 to 47 deal with the use of fire-arms by Natives and Asiatics.
Your Petitioners think that the joining of the Indians with the Natives
is hardly justified. The Indian is a very docile Colonist, and has never
given any trouble, and your Petitioners venture respectfully to point out
that to bracket Indians and Natives together, and to compel the former
to deal with the Native Department before they can obtain a permit to
own a fire-arm, which may be required for self-protection, would be
extremely degrading.
Your Petitioners, therefore, in conclusion, pray that the Bills above
mentioned will be so amended as to remove any cause for complaint.
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